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PREFACE 


Federal  milk  marketing  orders  are  established  under  the  authority  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  by  this  statute, 
under  certain  conditions  and  with  producer  approval,  to  issue  milk  marketing  orders  that  require 
handlers  to  pay  at  least  the  minimum  specified  prices  for  milk  purchased  from  producers.  The 
complete  orders  are  published  in  the  U.  S.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Parts  1000  to  1 199. 

The  statistical  data  generated  through  the  administration  of  the  Federal  milk  order  program  is 
recognized  widely  as  one  of  the  benefits  of  this  program.  These  data  provide  comprehensive  and 
accurate  information  on  milk  supplies,  utilization,  and  sales,  as  well  as  class  prices  established 
under  the  orders  and  prices  paid  to  dairy  farmers  (producers).  The  sources  of  this  data  are 
monthly  reports  of  receipts  and  utilization,  producer  payroll  reports,  and  reports  of  nonpool 
handlers  filed  by  milk  processors  (handlers)  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  various  milk  orders. 
The  local  market  administrator  (MA)  uses  these  reports  to  determine  pool  obligations  under  the 
order  and  to  verify  proper  payments  to  producers.  Auditors  employed  by  the  MA  review  handler 
records  to  assure  the  accuracy  of  reported  information. 

The  local  market  administrator  summarizes  the  individual  handler  reports  and  submits  a  series  of 
order  summary  reports  to  the  Market  Information  Branch  (MIB)  in  Dairy  Programs.  The  MIB 
summarizes  the  individual  order  data  and  disseminates  this  information  via  monthly,  bimonthly, 
and  annual  releases  or  publications.  Since  milk  marketing  order  statistics  are  based  on  reports 
filed  by  the  population  of  possible  reporting  firms  and  not  a  sample,  these  statistics  are 
comprehensive.  Also,  since  these  individual  firm  reports  are  subject  to  audit  and  verification, 
these  statistics  are  accurate.  For  a  description  of  the  various  terms  used  in  these  statistics,  see  the 
special  article  in  FMOS-430,  “January /February  1999  Summary”. 

Comments  on  this  publication  or  subscription  requests  (there  is  no  charge  for  this  report)  should 
be  directed  to  Chief,  Market  Information  Branch  at  AMS/Dairy  Programs,  P.O.  Box  96456, 
Washington,  DC  20090-6456;  e-mail,  WashingtonDCDYMIB@usda.gov.  Federal  milk  order 
statistics  now  are  available  on  the  Internet  at  www.ams.usda.gov/dairy. 


The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA)  prohibits  discrimination  in  all  its  programs  and 
activities  on  the  basis  of  race,  color,  national  origin,  gender,  religion,  age,  disability,  political 
beliefs,  sexual  orientation,  or  marital  or  familial  status.  (Not  all  prohibited  bases  apply  to  all 
programs).  Persons  with  disabilities  who  require  alternative  means  for  communication  of 
program  information  (Braille,  large  print,  audiotape,  etc.)  Should  contact  the  USDA’s  TARGET 
Center  at  (202)  720-2600  (voice  and  TDD). 

To  file  a  complaint  of  discrimination,  write  USDA,  Director,  Office  of  Civil  Rights,  Room 
3266- W,  Whitten  Building,  14th  and  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  20250-9410, 
or  call  (202)  720-5964  (voice  and  TDD).  USDA  is  an  equal  opportunity  provider  and  employer. 
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SUMMARY 


In  July,  61,550  dairy  farmers  delivered  6.6  billion  pounds  of  milk  to  handlers  regulated 
under  Federal  milk  orders,  2.1  percent  less  than  in  July  1998.  The  figures  for  August  were 
63,103,  6.5  billion  pounds,  and  4.8  percent  less,  respectively.  An  estimated  3.0  billion  pounds 
of  milk  normally  associated  with  about  20  Federal  orders  were  not  pooled  both  in  July  and 
August  1999  due  to  the  disadvantageous  relationship  between  the  Class  III  price  and  the  location 
adjusted  blend  price.  In  July  and  August  1998,  about  2.6  billion  pounds  were  not  pooled.  If  all 
the  estimated  not-pooled  milk  had  been  pooled,  producer  deliveries  would  have  been  2.4  percent 
higher  in  July  1999  compared  to  July  1998,  and  0.4  percent  higher  in  August  1999  compared  to 
August  1998. 


In  July,  handlers  utilized  56  percent  of  producer  deliveries  in  Class  I,  18  percent  in  Class  II. 

19  percent  in  Class  III,  and  7  percent  in  Class  III-A.  The  respective  figures  for  August  were  59. 
19,  18,  and  5;  all  the  Class  utilization  figures  were  affected  significantly  by  not-pooled  volumes 
of  milk. 

The  uniform  price  to  producers  (blend  price)  averaged  $13.39  per  cwt.  in  July,  0.7  percent 
lower  than  July  1998,  largely  resulting  from  Class  III  prices  that  were  8  percent  lower  than  the 
previous  year.  Class  I  and  II  prices  were  both  3  percent  higher.  The  blend  price  in  August 
averaged  $13.89  per  cwt.,  8.7  percent  lower  than  August  1998,  largely  resulting  from  Class  I 
and  II  prices  which  were  1 1  and  13  percent  lower,  respectively,  than  the  previous  year.  The 
Class  III  price  was  5  percent  higher. 

Sales  of  packaged  fluid  milk  products  in  Federal  milk  order  marketing  areas  in  July  1999 
were  1 .3  percent  higher  than  in  July  1998.  Whole  milk  products  sales  were  up  1 .8  percent, 
fat-reduced  milk  products  increased  0.9  percent.  These  changes  include  the  adjustments  for 
variation  due  to  calendar  composition.  The  respective  figures  for  August  were  0.9,  2.3,  and  0.2. 

This  issue  contains  the  special  article,  “Producer  Milk  Marketed  under  Federal  Milk  Orders  by 
State  of  Origin.”  This  article  presents  the  findings  of  the  1998  survey  of  the  milk  supply  areas  of 
Federal  milk  order  (FMO)  marketing  areas.  Producer  deliveries  were  reviewed  to  determine  the 
State  locations  of  the  dairy  farmers  marketing  milk  to  handlers  regulated  under  the  FMO  program. 
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SUMMARY  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  USED  IN  CLASS  I,  AND  PRICES 
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SUMMARY  OF  PACKAGED  DISPOSITIONS  OF  FLUID  MILK  AND  FLUID  CREAM  ITEMS  1/ 
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6/  Represents  changes  over  the  previous  year.  Percentages  are  based  on  the  data  for  all  markets  combined.  Data  for  1996  are  adjusted  to  a  365-day  basis  before  computing  percent 
changes. 

7/  Represents  the  data  for  all  Federal  milk  order  markets  through  June.  July  data  excludes  New  York-New  Jersey.  For  percent  changes  based  on  comparable  markets,  see  tables  15 
and  16. 


SUMMARY  OF  MILK,  SKIM  MILK,  AND  CREAM  UTILIZED  IN  MANUFACTURED  PRODUCTS  1/2/ 
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SUMMARY  OF  PACKAGED  SALES  OF  FLUID  MILK  ITEMS  IN  MARKETING  AREAS  DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS  U 
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TABLE  1 -FEDERAL  ORDER  FLUID  (CLASS  I)  DIFFERENTIALS,  SEPTEMBER  1999  AND  MINIMUM  FEDERAL  ORDER  CLASS  I  PRICES,  SEPTEMBER  AND  OCTOBER 

1999  AND  1998  1/ 


11 


JV  Prices  are  for  100  pounds  of  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content.  Prices  are  listed  generally  for  the  major  city  in  the  marketing  area;  see  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45  for  these  locations. 
2/  The  fluid  differential  is  the  amount  added  to  the  Basic  Formula  Price  to  determine  the  Class  I  price.  The  Basic  Formula  Price  is  the  base  month  Minnesota- Wisconsin  price  for  the  second 
preceding  month  updated  with  a  product  price  formula.  See  Table  24.  The  fluid  differentials  shown  for  New  England,  New  York-New  Jersey,  and  Michigan  Upper  Peninsula  reflect  location 
adjustments.  The  differentials  specified  in  the  orders  are:  New  England  -  $2.52,  New  York-New  Jersey  -  $2.42;  and  Michigan  Upper  Peninsula  -  $1.15. 


TABLE  2-FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  AND  BLEND  PRICES  AND  BUTTERFAT  DIFFERENTIALS,  JULY,  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45. 


TABLE  2-FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  AND  BLEND  PRICES  AND  BUTTERFAT  DIFFERENTIALS,  JULY,  WITH  COMPARISONS  J./-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45 . 


TABLE  3-FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  AND  BLEND  PRICES  AND  BUTTERFAT  DIFFERENTIALS,  AUGUST,  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45. 


TABLE  3-FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  AND  BLEND  PRICES  AND  BUTTERFAT  DIFFERENTIALS,  AUGUST,  WITH  COMPARISONS  J./-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45. 


TABLE  4-AVERAGE  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  I  AND  BLEND  PRICES,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JANUARY-AUGUST.  WITH  COMPARISONS  II 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  4-AVERAGE  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  CLASS  I  AND  BLEND  PRICES,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JANUARY-AUGUST,  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/-CONT. 
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TABLE  5-NUMBER  OF  PRODUCERS  DELIVERING  MILK  TO  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  TOTAL  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES.  BUTTERFAT 
CONTENT  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  AND  AVERAGE  DAILY  DELIVERY  PER  PRODUCER.  BY  MARKETING  AREA.  JULY 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  5-NUMBER  OF  PRODUCERS  DELIVERING  MILK  TO  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  TOTAL  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  BUTTERFAT 
CONTENT  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  AND  AVERAGE  DAILY  DELIVERY  PER  PRODUCER,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JULY-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  6-NUMBER  OF  PRODUCERS  DELIVERING  MILK  TO  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  TOTAL  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  BUTTERFAT 
CONTENT  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  AND  AVERAGE  DAILY  DELIVERY  PER  PRODUCER,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  6-NUMBER  OF  PRODUCERS  DELIVERING  MILK  TO  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  TOTAL  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  BUTTERFAT 
CONTENT  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES,  AND  AVERAGE  DAILY  DELIVERY  PER  PRODUCER,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  7-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  I  AND  GROSS  CLASS  I  USE  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER 

FEDERAL  ORDERS,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JULY,  WITH  COMPARISONS 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  7-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  I  AND  GROSS  CLASS  I  USE  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER 
FEDERAL  ORDERS,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JULY,  WITH  COMPARISONS-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  8-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  I  AND  GROSS  CLASS  I  USE  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER 
FEDERAL  ORDERS,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST,  WITH  COMPARISONS 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  8 -PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  I  AND  GROSS  CLASS  I  USE  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER 
FEDERAL  ORDERS,  BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST,  WITH  COMPARISONS-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  9-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  II  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS, 

BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JULY  AND  YEAR  TO  DATE 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  9-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  II  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS, 

BY  MARKETING  AREA,  JULY  AND  YEAR  TO  DATE-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  10-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  II  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS, 

BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST  AND  YEAR  TO  DATE 
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CONTINUED 


TABLE  10-PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  OF  MILK  USED  IN  CLASS  II  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS, 

BY  MARKETING  AREA,  AUGUST  AND  YEAR  TO  DATE-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 
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See  footnotes  on  page  46. 


TABLE  12-WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS  AND  FAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS  SOLD  IN  MARKETING  AREAS  DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  FOR  MARKETS 

WHERE  SUCH  INFORMATION  IS  AVAILABLE,  JUNE  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


33 


See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


TABLE  13-WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS  AND  FAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS  SOLD  IN  MARKETING  AREAS  DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  FOR  MARKETS 

WHERE  SUCH  INFORMATION  IS  AVAILABLE,  JULY  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


TABLE  13-WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS  AND  FAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS  SOLD  IN  MARKETING  AREAS  DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  FOR  MARKETS 

WHERE  SUCH  INFORMATION  IS  AVAILABLE,  JULY  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  J./-CONT. 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


TABLE  14-PACKAGED  SALES  OF  INDIVIDUAL  WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS  AND  FAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS  IN  SELECTED  MARKETING  AREAS 

DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE.  WITH  COMPARISONS  1/  61  8/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


TABLE  14-PACK  AGED  SALES  OF  INDIVIDUAL  WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS  AND  FAT-REDUCED  MILK,  PRODUCTS  IN  SELECTED  MARKETING  AREAS 
DEFINED  BY  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE,  WITH  COMPARISONS  I/_6/_8/-CONT. 
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TABLE  15-PACKAGED  SALES  OF  WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS,  FAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS,  MILK  AND  CREAM  MIXTURES,  CREAM  PRODUCTS,  AND  TOTAL  FLUID 
PRODUCTS  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  GROUPED  BY  REGION,  JUNE  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  9/ 
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TABLE  16 -PACKAGED  SALES  OF  WHOLE  MILK  PRODUCTS,  EAT-REDUCED  MILK  PRODUCTS,  MILK  AND  CREAM  MIXTURES,  CREAM  PRODUCTS,  AND  TOTAL  FLUID 
PRODUCTS  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS,  GROUPED  BY  REGION,  JULY  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  91 


39 


TABLE  17-PACKAGED  SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  MIXTURES,  CREAM  PRODUCTS,  YOGURT,  AND  EGGNOG  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 

ORDERS,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE,  WITH  COMPARISONS  9/10/ 
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See  footnotes  on  pages  46  and  47. 


TABLE  17-PACKAGED  SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  MIXTURES,  CREAM  PRODUCTS,  YOGURT,  AND  EGGNOG  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 

ORDERS,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE,  WITH  COMPARISONS  9/10/-CONT. 


-o 

c 

03 

VO 

XT 


ca 

CT3 

Q- 


1) 

CD 

00 


41 


TABLE  18-MILK,  SKIM  MILK,  AND  CREAM  UTILIZED  IN  THE  MANUFACTURE  OF  DAIRY  PRODUCTS  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 

ORDERS,  GROUPED  BY  REGION,  JUNE  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  14/ 
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TABLE  19-MILK,  SKIM  MILK,  AND  CREAM  UTILIZED  IN  THE  MANUFACTURE  OF  DAIRY  PRODUCTS  BY  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 

ORDERS,  GROUPED  BY  REGION,  JULY  1999,  WITH  COMPARISONS  14/ 
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FOOTNOTES  FOR  TABLES  2  AND  3. 


1/  Prices  are  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content  and  for  the  major  city  in  the 
marketing  area.  All  averages  are  weighted. 

2/  For  those  markets  which  have  multiple  component  pricing  (see  table  20),  the  prices 
represent  the  Basic  Formula  Price  plus  the  weighted  average  differential  price  or  producer 
price  differential  computed  under  the  order. 

3/  For  the  21  marketing  areas  where  it  currently  is  in  effect,  this  price  is  applicable  to 
producer  milk  used  to  produce  nonfat  dry  milk. 

4/  Zone  1  (Boston).  Price  at  201-210  mile  zone:  Class  I  and  blend,  72  cents  less.  Class 
I  and  blend  price  at  Hartford,  10  cents  less. 

5/  New  York  metropolitan  area.  Price  at  201-210  mile  zone:  Class  I  and  blend,  72  cents 
less;  Class  II  and  Class  III,  8  cents  less. 

6/  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  Washington,  D.C.  Price  excludes  a  6-cent  direct 
delivery  differential  applicable  to  milk  delivered  to  the  Philadelphia  area. 

7/  Charlotte. 

8/  Zone  7  (Atlanta  and  Birmingham).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Little  Rock,  31  cents 
less;  and  at  New  Orleans,  57  cents  more. 

9/  Figures  exclude,  where  applicable,  Upper  Florida,  Southeastern  Florida,  Eastern  South 
Dakota,  and  Western  Colorado;  some  of  the  data  used  to  weight  the  monthly  prices  are 
restricted.  The  individual  Class  I  and  blend  price  data  for  these  markets  are  shown  below. 
Class  II  and  Class  III  prices  are  the  same  as  the  prices  shown  in  the  table  for  Carolina. 
Figures  also  exclude  Greater  Kansas  City.  Some  of  the  data  used  to  weight  the  monthly 
prices  are  restricted. 


July 

August 

Marketing 

Class  I 

Blend 

Class  I 

Blend 

area 

1999 

1998 

1999 

1998 

1999 

1998 

1999 

1998 

- Dollars - 

Upper  Florida 

14.84 

14.46 

14.76 

14.39 

15.00 

16.68 

14.90 

16.52 

S.  E.  Florida 

15.44 

15.06 

15.33 

14.95 

15.60 

17.28 

15.47 

17.01 

E.  S.  Dakota 

12.76 

12.38 

12.66 

12.43 

12.92 

14.60 

12.78 

14.86 

W.  Colorado 

13.26 

12.88 

13.19 

12.83 

13.42 

15.10 

13.41 

14.95 
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FOOTNOTES  FOR  TABLES  2  AND  3.  -CONTINUED 


10/  Zone  II  (Marquette). 

11/  Individual  handler  pool.  Blend  prices  are  weighted  average  of  all  handlers. 

12/  Zone  1  (Detroit).  Price  excludes  a  10-cent  direct  delivery  differential  applicable  to 
milk  delivered  to  the  Detroit  metropolitan  area. 

13/  Cleveland  and  Pittsburgh. 

14/  Zone  3  (Columbus).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Cincinnati  (Zone  4)  7  cents  more. 

15/  Indianapolis. 

16/  Zone  1  Chicago).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Milwaukee  (Zone  4)  9  cents  less. 

17/  Peoria. 

18/  Base  Zone  (Alton).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Carbondale  (Southern  Zone)  and  at  St. 
Louis  9  cents  more. 

19/  Zone  1  (Minneapolis). 

2Q/  Zone  1  (Des  Moines). 

21/  Zone  1  (Omaha). 

22/  Kansas  City  and  Topeka. 

23/  Zone  1  (Oklahoma  City).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Springfield,  Mo.,  58  cents  less. 
24/  Zone  1  (Dallas).  Class  I  and  blend  price  at  Houston,  54  cents  more. 

25/  Denver. 

26/  Boise,  Idaho. 

27/  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

38/  Phoenix. 

29/  Albuquerque,  Santa  Fe,  and  El  Paso. 

30/  Zone  1  (Seattle  and  Portland). 
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FOOTNOTES  FOR  TABLES  4  THROUGH  1 1 . 


1/  Prices  are  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content  and  for  the  major  city  in  the 
marketing  area.  See  footnotes  on  pages  44  and  45  for  location  at  which  price  is  reported. 
All  averages  are  weighted. 

2/  Figures  exclude,  where  applicable,  Upper  Florida,  Southeastern  Florida,  Eastern  South 
Dakota,  and  Western  Colorado;  some  of  the  data  used  to  weight  the  monthly  prices  are 
restricted. 

3/  Figures  exclude  price  data  for  Greater  Kansas  City  and  receipts  and  utilization  data  for 
Greater  Kansas  City-Eastern  South  Dakota,  where  applicable.  See  8/. 

4/  In  these  marketing  areas,  milk  was  not  pooled  in  1998  due  to  disadvantageous  price 
situations.  See  4/  on  page  6. 

5/  Data  are  a  summation  or  weighted  average  of  the  Tampa  Bay,  Upper  Florida,  and 
Southeastern  Florida  marketing  areas.  The  data  are  combined  in  order  to  mask  the  data  for 
Upper  Florida,  which  are  restricted. 

6/  In  these  marketing  areas,  milk  was  not  pooled  in  1999  due  to  disadvantageous  price 
situations.  See  4/  on  page  6. 

7/  The  data  for  these  marketing  areas  are  combined  in  order  to  mask  restricted  data.  See 
table  1  for  complete  marketing  area  name. 

8/  Class  I  and  Class  II  receipts  and  utilization  data  are  restricted  for  the  Greater  Kansas 
City-Eastern  South  Dakota  area. 

FOOTNOTES  FOR  TABLES  12  THROUGH  19. 

1/  In-area  sales  include  total  sales  in  each  of  the  areas  by  handlers  regulated  under  the 
respective  order,  by  handlers  regulated  under  other  orders,  by  partially  regulated  handlers, 
and  by  producer-handlers.  Sales  routes  of  handlers  may  extend  outside  defined  marketing 
areas;  therefore,  some  handlers'  in-area  sales  are  partially  estimated. 

2/  Plain,  flavored,  and  miscellaneous  whole  milk  products. 

3/  Plain,  fortified,  flavored,  and  miscellaneous  fat-reduced  milk  products,  and  buttermilk. 

4/  Effective  February  1,  1999,  the  order  provision  defining  the  marketing  area  of  this 
order  suspended  11  counties  from  the  area  for  an  indefinite  period.  See  “Summary  of 
Federal  Milk  Order  Actions,  February  1999"  in  FMOS-430. 

5/  Comparable  markets  are  markets  where  the  orders  were  in  effect  the  entire  period 
1998-99,  and  for  which  the  data  were  not  affected  significantly  by  marketing  area  changes. 
Excludes  Nebraska-Western  Iowa;  see  4/. 

6/  Excludes  New  York-New  Jersey. 

7/  Figures  adjusted  to  eliminate  variation  in  data  due  to  calendar  composition. 

8/See  table  12  for  marketing  areas  included;  excludes  New  York-New  Jersey  and 
Nebraska-Western  Iowa. 

9/  Total  packaged  disposition,  in  and  out  of  the  marketing  area,  by  regulated  handlers. 
Besides  receipts  from  producers,  these  dispositions  also  may  include  receipts  from  other 
Federal  order  plants  and/or  receipts  from  other  sources.  However,  sour  cream,  yogurt, 
and  eggnog  are  reported  on  a  used-to-produce  basis. 
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FOOTNOTES  FOR  TABLES  12  THROUGH  19. -CONTINUED 


10/  See  table  12  for  marketing  areas  included;  excludes  New  York-New  Jersey. 

1 1/  Light,  heavy,  and  sour  cream,  and  cream  dips. 

12/  In  addition  to  listed  fluid  milk  and  cream  products,  includes  yogurt  and  eggnog. 

13/  Percent  changes  are  based  on  the  same  group  of  comparable  markets— markets  where 
the  orders  were  in  effect  the  entire  applicable  two  year  period,  and  for  which  the  data  were 
not  affected  significantly  by  marketing  area  changes;  all  markets  are  comparable. 

14/  Includes  producer  milk  and  other  source  milk  used  to  produce  manufactured  dairy 
products  in  regulated  pool  plants,  as  well  as  milk  diverted  and  shipped  to  non-order  plants 
for  processing.  Other  source  milk  at  regulated  plants  includes  bulk  transfers  and 
diversions  from  other  Federal  orders,  and  receipts  from  unregulated  sources.  Some  of  the 
data  are  preliminary  and  partially  estimated. 

15/  In  addition  to  listed  manufactured  products,  includes  milk,  skim  milk,  and  cream  used 
in  other  manufactured  dairy  products,  e.g.,  evaporated  milk,  condensed  milk,  dried 
products,  aerated  cream,  and  skim  milk  equivalent  used  to  fortify  fluid  milk  products; 
milk,  skim  milk,  and  cream  used  in  other  food  products  as  well  as  used  in  animal  feed, 
dumped  or  spilled,  plant  loss,  and  miscellaneous  products. 

16/  Percent  changes  are  based  on  the  same  group  of  comparable  markets— markets  where 
the  orders  were  in  effect  the  entire  applicable  two  year  period,  and  for  which  the  data  were 
not  affected  significantly  by  marketing  area  changes;  all  markets  are  comparable.  These 
changes  are  based  on  pounds  of  butterfat,  except  for  nonfat  dry  milk  which  are  based  on 
pounds  of  skim  milk. 

17/  The  marketing  areas  in  which  milk  was  not  pooled  in  June  1998  and  1999  due  to 
disadvantageous  price  situations  were  in  these  regions.  See  2/  on  page  8. 

18/  Restricted. 

19/  The  marketing  areas  in  which  milk  was  not  pooled  in  July  1998  and  1999  due  to 
disadvantageous  price  situations  were  in  these  regions.  See  2/  on  page  8. 
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TABLE  20-FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MILK  COMPONENT  PRICES  AND  TESTS  IN  VARIOUS  MARKETING  AREAS,  JULY  AND  AUGUST  II 
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TABLE  21-FACTORS  USED  IN  THE  COMPUTATION  OF  CLASS  III-A  PRICES  IN  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKETS, 

JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE  II 
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II  The  marketing  areas  shown  are  the  marketing  areas  for  which  the  data  is  available  and  unrestricted. 

2/  The  marketing  areas  included  in  this  region  are  shown  on  table  2  under  the  North  Atlantic  and  Southeastern  regions. 

3/  The  marketing  areas  included  in  this  region  are  shown  on  table  2  under  the  East  North  Central  and  West  North  Central  regions. 

4/  The  marketing  areas  included  in  this  region  are  shown  on  table  2  under  the  West  South  Central,  Mountain,  and  Pacific  regions. 


TABLE  23-FACTORS  USED  IN  THE  DETERMINATION  OF  THE  BASIC  FORMULA  PRICE,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE 
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discontinued  Grade  A  price,  effective  June  26.  See  "Summary  of  Federal  Milk  Order  Actions,  June  1998,  Revised"  in  FMOS-427. 


TABLE  24— BASIC  FORMULA  PRICE,  AND  RELATED  INFORMATION,  JANUARY  1999  TO  DATE 
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test  for  determining  the  butterfat  differential). 


PRODUCER  MILK  MARKETED  UNDER  FEDERAL 
MILK  ORDERS  BY  STATE  OF  ORIGIN* 


During  1998,  milk  processors 
regulated  under  the  31  Federal  milk 
orders  purchased  about  99  billion 
pounds  of  milk  from  about  78,400 
dairy  farmers .  While  the 
distribution  areas,  which  determine 
where  fluid  milk  processors  are 
regulated,  are  defined  specifically 
by  the  Federal  orders,  the  milk 
supply  areas--the  sources  of  the  99 
billion  pounds  of  milk- -are  not 
specified  by  the  orders.  In  order 
to  provide  information  on  these 
supply  areas,  surveys  are  made 
periodically  to  determine  the  States 
where  the  dairy  farmers  marketing 
milk  under  Federal  orders  are 
located  and,  therefore,  the  States 
from  which  the  producer  deliveries 
originated.  This  article  provides 
the  results  of  this  survey  for  1998 
and  presents  comparisons  to  surveys 
for  earlier  years.  Relationships  to 
total  U.  S.  milk  marketings  also  are 
reported . 

During  1998,  as  has  been  the  case 
for  several  years,  significant 
volumes  of  milk  that  normally  would 
have  been  marketed  under  Federal 
milk  orders  were  not  pooled  mainly 
due  to  disadvantageous  Class/blend 
price  relationships .  Handlers  also 
may  elect  not  to  pool  milk  when  it 
is  more  advantageous  to  associate 
the  milk  with  a  State  milk  order  or 
when  the  Class  III  price  is  too  high 
relative  to  the  pricing  program  used 
to  pay  producers.  For  1998,  the 
volume  is  estimated  at  about  17 
billion  pounds .  Unlike  in  previous 
surveys,  estimates  of  those  non- 
pooled  volumes  were  excluded  in  this 
survey.  This  was  done  to  provide 
information  for  actual  milk  supply 
areas  for  Federal  milk  order  markets 
on  1998.  Some  findings  of  the 
current  survey  are : 


(1)  Producers  located  in  the  48 
contiguous  States  marketed  milk 
under  Federal  milk  orders  during 
1998 .  This  volume  of  milk 
represented  66  percent  of  the  fluid 
grade  milk  marketed  to  plants  and 
dealers  in  the  country  and  accounted 
for  about  64  percent  of  all  the  milk 
marketed  (fluid  grade  and 
manufacturing  grade  combined) .  Milk 
marketings  under  Federal  milk  orders 
accounted  for  90  percent  or  more  of 
fluid  grade  milk  marketings  in  27 
states.  (See  table  A.) 

(2)  The  milk  supply  areas  for 
individual  Federal  milk  orders 
continued  to  broaden  in  1998  .  Milk 
supply  areas  averaged  7.4  states  in 
this  year,  up  about  0.3  states  from 
1996.  Ten  years  ago,  milk  supply 
areas  averaged  5.9  states,  about  20 
percent  smaller.  Dairy  farmers  in 
27  different  States  marketed  milk 
under  the  Southeast  order;  dairy 
farmers  in  California,  New  York,  New 
Mexico,  and  Wisconsin  delivered  milk 
to  this  market  in  the  latter  half  of 
the  year.  Handlers  regulated  under 
the  Carolina  order  received  milk 
from  dairy  farmers  located  in  18 
different  States.  (See  table  C.) 

Dairy  farmers  located  in  New  Mexico 
marketed  milk  under  12  different 
Federal  milk  orders.  Handlers 
regulated  under  11  different  orders 
received  milk  from  Michigan  and 
Missouri  dairy  farmers.  Dairy 
farmers  located  in  Kansas  marketed 
milk  under  ten  orders.  (See  table 
B.  )  . 

(3)  During  1998,  about  17.1  billion 
pounds  of  milk  that  normally  would 
have  been  marketed  under  Federal 
orders  were  not  pooled  due  to 
various  disadvantageous  price 
relationships;  some  of  this  milk  was 
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not  pooled  for  this  reason  every 
month  of  the  year.  This  milk  was 
produced  in  28  different  States. 

The  State  with  the  largest  estimated 
volume  of  not-pooled  milk  was 
Wisconsin,  which  accounted  for 
slightly  more  than  half  of  the 
total .  The  next  four  largest  States 
were  Minnesota,  Idaho,  New  Mexico, 
and  Iowa;  together  these  States 
accounted  for  just  over  40  percent 
of  all  not-pooled  milk.  Completing 
the  top  10  includes  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Illinois,  Nebraska,  and 
Michigan . 

(4)  In  some  States,  the  proportion 
of  all  milk  marketings  subject  to 
Federal  milk  order  regulation  is 
noticeably  small.  There  are  two 
separate  explanations  of  this 
relationship.  First,  it  exists  in 
States  which  have  State  milk  orders. 
Some  examples  of  this  situation  are; 
California,  Montana  and  Nevada. 
Second,  this  relationship  exists  in 
States  where  manufacturing  grade 
milk  marketings  still  are  a 
significant  proportion  of  total  milk 
marketings.  Only  fluid  grade  milk 
can  be  marketed  under  Federal  milk 
orders.  Some  examples  of  this 
situation  are;  North  Dakota  and 
South  Dakota. 


(5)  Dairy  farmers  in  Wisconsin  once 
again  delivered  the  largest  volume 
of  milk  to  handlers  regulated  under 
Federal  milk  orders--12.9  billion 
pounds,  13  percent  of  total  producer 
deliveries.  Other  leading  States  in 
terms  of  milk  marketings  under 
Federal  orders  were  New  York, 


Pennsylvania,  Texas,  and  Minnesota. 
These  five  States,  among  the  leaders 
in  total  milk  marketings  in  the 
country,  accounted  for  44  percent  of 
total  Federal  milk  order  marketings. 
Other  states  in  the  Top  Ten  were 
Michigan,  Washington,  Ohio,  New 
Mexico,  and  Arizona.  (See  table  D.) 

Over  the  20-year  period,  1978-98, 
the  States  included  in  the  top  10 
States  delivering  milk  to  Federal 
orders  has  changed  very  little.  The 
states  holding  the  top  eight 
positions  in  1998  also  held  these 
positions  in  1988  and  1978,  although 
the  States  holding  the  fourth 
through  eighth  positions  have 
switched  around.  In  1988,  Iowa  and 
Missouri  held  the  ninth  and  tenth 
positions;  in  1978,  it  was  Florida 
and  Vermont . 


*  Prepared  by  John  P.  Rourke, 
supervisory  dairy  products  marketing 
specialist,  and  Mary  Taylor,  dairy 
products  marketing  specialist, 

Market  Information  Branch,  Dairy 
Programs,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service.  FMOS-433,  July  and  August 
1999  Summary. 
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TABLE  A--MILK  DELIVERIES  BY  STATE  OF  ORIGIN  TO  HANDLERS  REGULATED  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 

ORDERS,  1998 


State  and  region 

Deliveries  to  Federal  order  plants 

State  and  region 

Deliveries  to  Federal  order  plants 

Total 

1/ 

As  a  percentage  of  milk 
delivered  to  all  plants  and 
dealers  2/ 

Total 

1/ 

As  a  percentage  of  milk 
delivered  to  all  plants  and 
dealers  2/ 

Fluid  Grade 

3/ 

All  milk 

Fluid  Grade 

3/ 

All  milk 

Million 

Million 

Dounds 

Percent 

Percent 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Maine 

527 

79 

79 

Kentucky 

1,642 

100 

98 

New  Hampshire 

303 

92 

92 

Tennessee 

1,415 

97 

95 

Vermont 

2,444 

92 

92 

Alabama 

382 

100 

100 

Massachusetts 

381 

92 

92 

Mississippi 

575 

100 

100 

Rhode  Island 

27 

83 

83 

East  South  Central 

4,014 

99 

98 

Connecticut 

506 

99 

99 

New  England 

4,188 

91 

91 

Arkansas 

488 

78 

78 

New  York 

10,279 

89 

89 

Louisiana 

732 

99 

99 

New  Jersey 

260 

90 

90 

Oklahoma 

990 

81 

81 

Pennsylvania 

9,466 

91 

90 

Texas 

5,348 

96 

96 

Middle  Atlantic 

20.005 

90 

89 

West  South  Central 

7,558 

93 

93 

Delaware 

139 

86 

86 

Montana 

1 

4/ 

4/ 

Maryland 

1,214 

91 

91 

Idaho 

2,051 

37 

36 

Virginia 

1,381 

76 

76 

Wyoming 

13 

21 

17 

West  Virginia 

262 

96 

95 

Colorado 

1,562 

97 

97 

North  Carolina 

1,122 

92 

91 

New  Mexico 

3,200 

75 

75 

South  Carolina 

369 

100 

100 

Arizona 

2,498 

94 

94 

Georgia 

1,402 

98 

98 

Utah 

1,269 

96 

88 

Florida 

2,333 

100 

100 

Nevada 

8 

2 

2 

South  Atlantic 

8,222 

92 

92 

Mountain 

10,602 

65 

64 

Ohio 

3,845 

94 

88 

Washington 

5,109 

100 

100 

Indiana 

1,938 

96 

90 

Oregon 

1,464 

99 

98 

Illinois 

1,693 

84 

81 

California 

262 

1 

1 

Michigan 

5,119 

97 

96 

Pacific 

6,835 

20 

20 

Wisconsin 

12,865 

61 

57 

East  North  Central 

25,460 

74 

70 

Alaska  &  Hawaii 

0 

0 

0 

Minnesota 

5,311 

62 

58 

Iowa 

2,409 

68 

63 

Total  U.  S. 

99,251 

66 

64 

Missouri 

1,913 

86 

82 

North  Dakota 

219 

49 

32 

South  Dakota 

494 

57 

35 

Nebraska 

809 

84 

79 

Kansas 

1,213 

96 

94 

West  North  Central 

12,367 

69 

63 

1/  Total  deliveries  of  milk  by  producers  in  each  State  to  handlers  regulated  under  Federal  milk  orders.  Regional  and  total  United  States 
figures  may  not  add  due  to  rounding.  Excludes  volumes  not  pooled  due  to  disadvantageous  price  relationships.  See  explanation  in  3/  on 
Table  C.  2/  Computed  from  data  contained  in  “Milk  Production,  Disposition  and  Income  -  1998  Summary”  published  by  the  National 


Agricultural  Statistics  Service,  USDA.  NOTE:  The  Federal  order  plants  to  which  milk  from  a  particular  State  is  delivered  are  not 
located  necessarily  in  that  State.  3/  Percentage  Federal  order  deliveries  are  of  milk  sold  to  plants  and  dealers  that  is  eligible  for  fluid  use 
(“Grade  A”  in  most  States).  4/  Less  than  0.5  percent. 
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TABLE  B -NUMBER  OF  FEDERAL  ORDERS  UNDER  WHICH  MILK  WAS  MARKETED,  BY 
STATE  AND  REGION,  1990,  1995,  AND,  1998  1/ 


State 

and 

region 

Number  of  Federal  orders  under 
which  milk  was  marketed 

State 

and 

region 

'•lumber  of  Federal  orders  under 
which  milk  was  marketed 

1990 

1995 

1998 

1990 

1995 

1998 

Number 

Number 

Maine 

1 

1 

1 

Kentucky 

11 

7 

6 

New  Hampshire 

1 

1 

1 

Tennessee 

9 

6 

4 

Vermont 

2 

3 

2 

Alabama 

7 

5 

1 

Massachusetts 

1 

2 

2 

Mississippi 

6 

5 

2 

Rhode  Island 

1 

1 

1 

East  South  Central 

15 

11 

7 

Connecticut 

1 

2 

2 

New  England 

2 

3 

2 

Arkansas 

8 

5 

4 

Louisiana 

7 

2 

1 

New  York 

5 

4 

8 

Oklahoma 

5 

6 

6 

New  Jersey 

3 

2 

2 

Texas 

9 

12 

9 

Pennsylvania 

5 

5 

7 

West  South  Central 

15 

12 

9 

Middle  Atlantic 

7 

6 

9 

Montana 

2 

1 

1 

Delaware 

4 

2 

1 

Idaho 

4 

4 

5 

Maryland 

5 

5 

7 

Wyoming 

3 

3 

3 

Virginia 

6 

6 

5 

Colorado 

4 

5 

6 

West  Virginia 

5 

5 

6 

New  Mexico 

6 

10 

12 

North  Carolina 

4 

3 

2 

Arizona 

2 

1 

1 

South  Carolina 

2 

2 

2 

Utah 

1 

2 

2 

Georgia 

9 

6 

6 

Nevada 

1 

2 

2 

Florida 

5 

4 

5 

Mountain 

13 

17 

19 

South  Atlantic 

13 

10 

11 

Washington 

1 

1 

1 

Ohio 

7 

9 

6 

Oregon 

3 

2 

2 

Indiana 

7 

7 

9 

California 

3 

4 

4 

Illinois 

9 

8 

7 

Pacific 

4 

5 

5 

Michigan 

7 

9 

11 

Wisconsin 

7 

7 

9 

East  North  Central 

15 

14 

14 

Minnesota 

6 

6 

7 

Total  (U.  S.) 

42 

33 

31 

Iowa 

8 

9 

9 

Missouri 

14 

10 

11 

North  Dakota 

1 

1 

3 

South  Dakota 

4 

4 

3 

Nebraska 

4 

6 

6 

Kansas 

6 

6 

10 

West  North  Central 

20 

17 

16 

JV  Number  of  orders  under  which  the  milk  produced  by  dairy  farmers  located  in  the  State  was  marketed.  For 
example,  milk  produced  in  Vermont  was  marketed  under  two  Federal  milk  orders.  The  regional  figure  is  the  net 
number  of  orders  under  which  the  milk  produced  by  dairy  farmers  located  in  the  region  was  marketed. 
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TABLE  C-SOURCES  OF  MILK  FOR  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKETING  AREAS:  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES 
_ BY  MARKETING  AREA  AND  STATE,  1998  1/ _ 


Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  2/ 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  2/ 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

1 .000  lbs. 

Percent 

1.000  lbs. 

Percent 

CAROLINA 

2.986.956 

100.00 

EASTERN  OHIO- WESTERN 

North  Carolina 

1,110,804 

37.19 

PENNSYLVANIA  3/ 

3.301.800 

100.00 

Virginia 

879,917 

29.46 

Pennsylvania 

1,522,555 

46.11 

South  Carolina 

352,049 

11.79 

Ohio 

1,317.480 

39.90 

Tennessee 

254,528 

8.52 

New  York 

363.688 

11.01 

Georgia 

154,644 

5.18 

Maryland 

43,903 

1.33 

Pennsylvania 

141,992 

4.75 

West  Virginia 

40,308 

1.22 

West  Virginia 

30,177 

1.01 

Michigan 

13,652 

0.41 

Maryland 

21,825 

0.73 

(Ind)-(Ky) 

215 

0.01 

Texas 

14,979 

0.50 

Michigan 

11,604 

0.39 

EASTERN  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

240.593 

100.00 

New  York 

6,981 

0.23 

Iowa 

114,084 

47.42 

New  Mexico 

3,507 

0.12 

South  Dakota 

92,832 

38.58 

Missouri 

3,166 

0.11 

Minnesota 

33,677 

14.00 

(Ind)-(Col) 

614 

0.02 

(Fla)-(Ky)-(Ark) 

169 

0.01 

FLORIDA  MARKETS  4/ 

2.805.481 

100.00 

Florida 

2,302,736 

82.08 

CENTRAL  ARIZONA  3/ 

2.545.389 

100.00 

Georgia 

499,057 

17.79 

Arizona 

2,497,590 

98.12 

(N  Mex)-(Tex) 

3,200 

0.11 

California 

47,799 

1.88 

(Mich)-(NY) 

487 

0.02 

CENTRAL  ILLINOIS 

199.027 

100.00 

GREAT  BASIN  3/ 

2.026.864 

100.00 

Illinois 

106,634 

53.44 

Utah 

1,264,698 

62.40 

Iowa 

80,337 

40.36 

Idaho 

615,177 

30.35 

Wisconsin 

8,527 

4.28 

California 

137,599 

6.79 

Minnesota 

3,799 

1.91 

Nev-(Wy) 

9,390 

0.46 

CHICAGO  REGIONAL  3/ 

10.895.680 

100.00 

GREATER  KANSAS  CITY  3/ 

302.979 

100.00 

Wisconsin 

10,071,283 

92.43 

Kansas 

222,284 

73.37 

Illinois 

549,957 

5.05 

Missouri 

75,574 

24.94 

Iowa 

126,489 

1.16 

Neb-(Iowa) 

5,131 

1.69 

Kentucky 

42,391 

0.39 

Michigan 

35,354 

0.32 

INDIANA 

1.932.573 

100.00 

Minnesota 

34,760 

0.32 

Indiana 

1,366,589 

70.71 

Tennessee 

18,432 

0.17 

Michigan 

339,938 

17.59 

Missouri 

6,506 

0.06 

Ohio 

110,954 

5.74 

Texas 

5,524 

0.05 

Illinois 

60,701 

3.14 

(Ohio)-(Ind) 

3,271 

0.03 

Wis-(Iowa) 

54,391 

2.81 

(Kan)-(N  Mex)-(Okla) 

1,713 

0.02 

IOWA  3/ 

2.645.673 

100.00 

EASTERN  COLORADO  3/ 

1.526.867 

100.00 

Iowa 

1,640,379 

62.00 

Colorado 

1,427,833 

93.51 

Wisconsin 

673,994 

25.48 

Nebraska 

29,165 

1.91 

Minnesota 

202,592 

7.66 

Idaho 

20,937 

1.37 

Kansas 

75,944 

2.87 

New  Mexico 

16,826 

1.10 

Missouri 

31,253 

1.18 

Kansas 

16,458 

1.08 

Illinois 

13,207 

0.50 

Wyoming 

10,805 

0.71 

Nebraska 

4,101 

0.16 

Utah-(Nev) 

4,844 

0.32 

(Id)-(N  Dak) 

4,203 

0.16 

CONTINUED 
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TABLE  C-SOURCES  OF  MILK  FOR  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKETING  AREAS:  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES 


BY  MARKETING  AREA  AND  STATE,  1998  1/  --CONT. 


Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  2/ 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  21 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

1.000  lbs. 

Percent 

1.000  lbs. 

Percent 

I  .OUIS  VILLE-LEXINGTON- 

NEW  MEXICO-WEST 

EVANSVILLE 

1.332.635 

100.00 

TEXAS  3/ 

1.833.868 

100.00 

Kentucky 

925,973 

69.48 

New  Mexico 

1,565,219 

85.35 

Indiana 

296,683 

22.26 

Texas 

240,239 

13.10 

Ohio 

40,316 

3.03 

Oklahoma 

17,977 

0.98 

Michigan 

18,216 

1.37 

Kan-(Col) 

10,434 

0.57 

Tennessee 

14,600 

1.10 

Illinois 

13,427 

1.01 

NEW  YORK-NEW  JERSEY 

11.912.009 

100.00 

Georgia 

6,653 

0.50 

New  York 

8,255,643 

69.31 

Missouri 

4,211 

0.32 

Pennsylvania 

3,419.526 

28.71 

Virginia 

3,892 

0.29 

New  Jersey 

175,636 

1.47 

New  York 

3,532 

0.27 

Connecticut 

20,412 

0.17 

Pennsylvania 

2,880 

0.22 

Massachusetts 

15,725 

0.13 

(N  M)-(Md)-(W  Va) 

2,252 

0.17 

Vermont 

13,154 

0.11 

Maryland 

11,912 

0.10 

MICHIGAN  UPPER 

PENNSYLVANIA  3/ 

63.200 

100.00 

OHIO  VALLEY  3/ 

3.015.937 

100.00 

Michigan 

58,754 

92.97 

Ohio 

2,371,494 

78.63 

Wisconsin 

4,446 

7.03 

Michigan 

340,592 

11.29 

Indiana 

178,742 

5.93 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

6.300.193 

100.00 

West  Virginia 

77,809 

2.58 

Pennsylvania 

4,344,857 

68.96 

Pennsylvania 

18,996 

0.63 

Maryland 

1,131,847 

17.97 

Kentucky 

14,145 

0.47 

Virginia 

487,376 

7.74 

Virginia 

7,956 

0.26 

Delaware 

138,689 

2.20 

New  York 

3,109 

0.10 

West  Virginia 

113,056 

1.79 

Maryland 

3,094 

0.10 

New  Jersey 

84,369 

1.34 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST 

6.622.408 

100.00 

NEBRASKA-WESTERN 

Washington 

5,108,973 

77.15 

IOWA  3/ 

1.544.703 

100.00 

Oregon 

1,418,727 

21.42 

Nebraska 

768,654 

49.76 

California 

75,398 

1.14 

South  Dakota 

257,782 

16.69 

Idaho 

19,310 

0.29 

Iowa 

216,704 

14.03 

Minnesota 

149,566 

9.68 

SOUTHEAST 

5.887.378 

100.00 

Kansas 

106,900 

6.92 

Tennessee 

1,127.206 

19.15 

Colorado 

22,599 

1.46 

Georgian 

741,946 

12.60 

Missouri 

19,490 

1.26 

Louisiana 

731,703 

12.43 

(Mont)-(Wy)-(N  Dak) 

3,007 

0.19 

Kentucky 

659.451 

11.20 

Mississippi 

574,774 

9.76 

NEW  ENGLAND 

5.780.351 

100.00 

Missouri 

546,019 

9.27 

Vermont 

2,430,763 

42.05 

Texas 

545,277 

9.26 

New  York 

1,641,345 

28.40 

Alabama 

382,451 

6.50 

Maine 

526,941 

9.12 

Ark-Okla 

297,734 

5.05 

Connecticut 

486,011 

8.41 

New  Mexico 

82.017 

1.39 

Massachusetts 

365,591 

6.32 

Fla-S  Car-N  Car 

57,766 

0.98 

New  Hampshire 

303,045 

5.24 

Wis-Ind-Il 

55.603 

0.94 

Rhode  Island 

26,654 

0.46 

Michigan 

46,821 

0.80 

Pa-NY-(Va)-(Md)-(W  Va) 

23.755 

0.40 

Kan-(Neb)-(Calif)-(Col) 

15.356 

0.26 

58 


TABLE  C--SOURCES  OF  MILK  FOR  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKETING  AREAS:  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES 
_ BY  MARKETING  AREA  AND  STATE,  1998  1/  --CONT. _ 


Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  2/ 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area  and  State  2/ 

Producer 

deliveries 

State  as 
percentage 
of  market 

1.000  lbs. 

Percent 

1.000  lbs. 

Percent 

SOUTHF.RN  ILLINOIS- 

SOUTHWEST  PLAINS 

21940.664 

100.00 

EASTERN  MISSOURI 

1.800.041 

100.00 

Missouri 

889,697 

30.25 

Illinois 

935,052 

51.95 

Oklahoma 

774,552 

26.34 

Missouri 

336,758 

18.71 

Kansas 

729,310 

24.80 

Minnesota 

155,217 

8.62 

New  Mexico 

329,323 

11.20 

Wisconsin 

135,513 

7.53 

Arkansas 

214,168 

7.28 

Iowa 

122,014 

6.78 

Tex-(Neb) 

3,613 

0.12 

N  Mex-Okla 

50,540 

2.81 

Kansas 

37,865 

2.10 

TEXAS  3/ 

5.843.113 

100.00 

Texas 

17,091 

0.95 

Texas 

4,521,389 

77.38 

Michigan 

7,468 

0.41 

New  Mexico 

1,151,754 

19.71 

Indiana 

2,523 

0.14 

Oklahoma 

165,431 

2.83 

Arkansas 

4,296 

0.07 

SOUTHF.RN  MICHIGAN  3/ 

4.325.091 

100.00 

(Kan)-(Miss)-(Mo) 

242 

5/ 

Michigan 

4,246,220 

98.18 

Indiana 

74,239 

1.72 

UPPER  MIDWEST  3/ 

7.090.241 

100.00 

(Wis)-(Ohio) 

4,632 

0.11 

Minnesota 

4,731,055 

66.73 

Wisconsin 

1,890,989 

26.67 

SOUTHWESTERN  IDAHO- 

North  Dakota 

216,325 

3.05 

EASTERN  OREGON  3/ 

1.438.515 

100.00 

South  Dakota 

143,021 

2.02 

Idaho 

1,392,923 

96.83 

Iowa-(Mo) 

108,851 

1.53 

Oregon 

45,592 

3.17 

WESTERN  COLORADO  3/ 

111.195 

100.00 

Colorado 

111,195 

100.00 

\l  Total  deliveries  of  milk  by  producers  in  each  State  to  handlers  regulated  under  the  Federal  milk  order.  Marketing  area 
totals  may  not  add  due  to  rounding. 

2/  For  some  marketing  areas,  deliveries  from  some  States  have  been  combined  in  order  to  mask  either  restricted  data  or  small 
volumes.  Generally,  the  States  are  listed  by  decreasing  proportions  of  deliveries  to  the  marketing  area.  States  in  parenthesis 
have  producers  who  delivered  less  than  three  million  pounds  to  the  marketing  area. 

3/  For  these  marketing  areas,  handlers  elected  not  to  pool  producer  milk  deliveries  that  normally  would  have  been  associated 
with  the  marketing  area  due  to  disadvantageous  price  situations.  These  price  situations  occur  when  the  blend  price  adjusted  for 
location  is  equal  to  or  less  than  the  Class  II,  III,  or  III-A  price.  Handlers  also  may  elect  not  to  pool  milk  when  it  is  more 
advantageous  to  associate  the  milk  with  a  State  milk  order  or  when  the  Class  III  price  is  too  high  relative  to  the  pricing 
program  used  to  pay  dairy  farmers.  Estimates  of  these  non-pooled  volumes  were  not  included  in  this  survey. 

4/  The  data  for  Southeastern  florida,  Tampa  Bay,  Upper  Florida  have  been  combined  in  order  to  mask  restricted  data. 

5/  Less  than  0.01  percent. 
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TABLE  D -FOR  THE  TEN  STATES  WITH  THE  LARGEST  VOLUME  OF  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  UNDER  FEDERAL  MILK 
ORDERS:  PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  FROM  EACH  STATE  IN  TOTAL  AND  AS  A  PERCENTAGE  OF  PRODUCER 
DELIVERIES  IN  ALL  MARKETS  COMBINED,  AND  RELATIONSHIP  TO  TOTAL  U.S.  MILK  MARKETINGS,  1998 

WITH  COMPARISONS  TO  1978  AND  1988 
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1  /  Ranked  according  to  total  producer  deliveries  to  all  Federal  milk  order  markets. 

2/  Ranked  according  to  total  milk  marketed  in  the  United  States. 

3/  In  1988,  the  top  10  States  included  Iowa  and  Missouri.  In  1978,  the  top  10  States  included  Florida  and  Vermont. 


Summary  of  Federal  Milk  Order  Actions.  July  1999 


There  were  no  final  actions  effective  during  this  period. 


Summary  of  Federal  Milk  Order  Actions.  August  1999 


There  were  no  final  actions  effective  during  this  period. 
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